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At W. Smith's request,' Mr. Haferkamp began by describing
riefly the scope of EURATOM safeguards--an inspector corps larger
han that of IAEA and still expanding; a precise materials account
bility system; a requirement that all movement of fuel within, be
ween, or out of member countries be reported; unlimited access by
nspectors to all facilities, both with advance notification and
riannounced; and a record of close cooperation with the US AEC. H
aid that, for the first time, funds had been budgeted for safe-
aards research. As a beginning, $600,000 would be available, to
rovide for 30 researchers. EURATOM would not duplicate research
eing carried out in individual states, but would coordinate with
xisting programs.

Mr. Haferkamp  described the problems of assuring compatibilit
etween the Treaty of Rome and the NPT. He said with some pride t
e had been able to overcome Dutch and French opposition to early
stablishment of an internal EURATOM safeguards position for nego-
iations with the IAEA, and that all six member countries had now
greed to technical talks for this purpose, to begin in Brussels
ay 29. He predicted that all technical problems would be worked
at during these talks before the summer vacation. To  Mr. Smith's
aestion. Mr. HaferkamD said that EURATOM could then be in a posi-
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tion to move ahead with negotiations with the IAEA around the
end of the year, once France and Germany had formed new govern-
ments and Germany had reached a decision on NPT signature. Since
the Commission was not likely to receive a mandate from the member
countries for negotiations before those two changes in government,
he thought it all the more important to proceed with the technical
talks.

Mr, _Smith said the US stood ready to facilitate the conclu-
sion of a satisfactory safeguards agreement with the IAEA, and
Mr. Haferkamp indicated that EURATOM would also want to exchange
views with the AEC during the technical talks, which of course
could not completely avoid the political aspects of the safeguards
question.

When kl.r. Haferkamp  asked whether the US would use its in-
fluence during IAEA negotiations to maintain the integrity of the
EURATOM safeguards system and to prevent duplication or replace-
ment of safeguards, Mr. Smith disclaimed expertise on past ex-
changes on this subject, but, speaking personally, said he was
impressed by the size and scope of the EURATOM system and thought
it made sense to make maximum use of existing systems. It was
recalled that US delegate Adrian Fisher had publicly stated three
interpretations of NPT Article III during a speech in Geneva in
January 1968, which paralleled closely the five principles on
safeguards, which EURATOM itself had worked out in 1967.
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